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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contain subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claims 1,11,19, and 32 are rejected as the original disclosure fails to provide 
support for the subject matter as now claimed. Specifically, support for the exclusionary 
statements "such that the first main menu item is not displayed in said opened space" in 
claims 1,11, and 19, and "such that the main menu items are not displayed in said 
opened space" in claim 32 which were added into the claims by amendment are not 
found in the original disclosure of the instant application. Any negative limitation or 
exclusionary proviso must have basis in the original disclosure. See MPEP 2173.05(i). 
As such, the limitation(s), supra, must be deleted from the claims in response to this 
action. 

Claim Rejections = 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 19-20, 22, 24, 26-31 , 39, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by ("Lokuge", USP 6252597). 

Regarding claim 19, Lokuge teaches a method for displaying a menu in an OSD 
device, comprising the steps of displaying a plurality of main menu items in a first region 
of a screen when a user request a display of main menu items (Fig. 4) using an item 
indicator and a selecting device (cursor, col 7, line 5); opening a first space between a 
first main menu item and a second main menu item adjacent to the first main menu item 
when the first main menu item is selected using the item indicator and the selecting 
device such that the first main menu item is not displayed in said open space (Fig. 5); 
displaying, in the first space, at least one sub-menu item corresponding to the first main 
menu item (Fig. 5 and Fig. 11); displaying a function control window corresponding to a 
selected sub-menu item in a second region of the screen, when 
a sub-menu item is selected using the item indicator and the selecting device ("Patent - 
Netscape" window in Fig. 11); and controlling a function in the displayed function control 
window using the selecting device and the item indicator (Fig. 1 1 ; also see Fig. 9 and 
col 10, lines 16-32). 

Regarding claim 20, Lokuge teaches a main menu item is selected where a user 
positions the item indicator on a main menu item (col 7, lines 1-8). 
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Regarding claim 22, Lokuge teaches that main menu items are displayed 
simultaneously on the screen when a user request a display of the main menu items 
through a selecting device (Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 24, Lokuge teaches that sub-menu items corresponding to a 
main menu item are displayed simultaneously when a user selects a main menu item 
using the item indicator (col 3, lines 60-62). 

Regarding claim 26, Lokuge teaches displaying the screen in a first color, 
displaying the plurality of main menu items in a second color, displaying the at least one 
sub-menu item in a third color, and displaying the function control window in a fourth 
color; and wherein at least two of the first, second, third or fourth colors are identical (col 
7, lines 42-45). 

Regarding claim 27, Lokuge teaches displaying the screen in a first luminance, 
displaying the plurality of main menu items in a second luminance, displaying the at 
least one sub-menu item in a third luminance, and displaying the function control 
window in a fourth luminance; and wherein at least two of the first, second, third or 
fourth luminances are identical (col 7, lines 39-41). 

Regarding claim 28, Lokuge teaches erasing the displayed at least one sub-menu item 
closing the first space when a new main menu item is selected using the item indicator 
and the selecting device (col 7, lines 8-10); opening a second space between the new 
main menu item and a main menu item adjacent to the new first main menu item; and 
displaying, in the second space, at least one sub-menu item corresponding to the new 
main menu item (col 6, lines 53-56). 
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Regarding claim 29, it is inherent that Lokuge teaches erasing the displayed 
function control window from the second region of the screen when a new sub-menu 
item is selected using the item indicator and the selecting device; and displaying, 
in the second region, a function control window corresponding to the new sub-menu 
item. 

Regarding claim 30, Lokuge teaches that the selecting device is a mouse (col 7, 

line 3). 

Regarding claim 31, Lokuge teaches the item indicator is a cursor (col 7, line 50). 

Regarding claim 39, Lokuge teaches a function control window corresponding to 
sub-menu item selected from the displayed at least one sub-menu item, wherein the 
first and second regions of the screen are non-overlapping parallel regions (Fig. 9 and 
col 10, lines 16-32). 

Regarding claim 43, it is inherent that the sub-menu items (sub-categories) are 
preset and not modifiable by a user (col 6, lines 17-19; col 7, lines 20-22). 

Claim Rejections = 35 USC § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1,2-4, 6-7, 9-12, 14-15, 17, 32, 34-38, 40-42, and 44 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lokuge and Hendricks et al ("Hendricks", 
USP 6539548). 

Regarding claim 1 , Lokuge teaches a method for displaying OSD menu items on 
a screen comprising displaying a first menu level having plurality of main menu items on 
a first region of the screen (Fig. 4; col 6, lines 21-22); opening a space between a first 
main menu item and a second main menu item adjacent to the first main menu item 
such that the first main menu item is not displayed in said open space (Fig. 5); and 
displaying, in the opened space, a second menu level having at least one sub-menu 
item corresponding to the first main menu item (col 6, lines 53-55). Lokuge differs from 
the claim in that Lokuge does not teach that if the selected main menu item is video, 
then the submenu item related to the video is displayed. However, such feature is 
known in the art as taught by Hendricks. Specifically, Hendricks teaches a television 
entertainment systems which comprises a main menu such that if the selected main 
menu item is video, then the submenu item related to the video is displayed (col 37, 
lines 10-15). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Lokuge and Hendricks before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the menu system taught by Lokuge to include the feature to display the submenu 
item related to the video when video item in the main menu is selected taught by 
Hendricks with the motivation being to enable the system to display information related 
to the selected item in the main menu. 

Regarding claim 2, Lokuge teaches displaying the main menu items and the 
sub-menu items in a direction from the top to the bottom of the screen (Fig. 5), 
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Regarding claim 3, Lokuge teaches displaying the main menu items and the 
sub-menu items in a direction from the left to the right of the screen (Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 4, Lokuge teaches the main menu items are displayed 
simultaneously when a user request to display the first menu level is input through a 
selecting device (inherent). 

Regarding claim 6, Lokuge teaches sub-menu items are continuously displayed, 
starting from a point at which a display of the first main menu item ends to a point at 
which a display of the second main menu item begins (Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 7, Lokuge teaches the sub-menu items are displayed 
simultaneously when a user request to display the second menu level is input through a 
selecting device (col 6, lines 53-55). 

Regarding claim 9, Lokuge teaches displaying the screen in a first color, 
displaying the main menu items in a second color, and displaying the sub-menu items 
in a third color; and wherein two of the first, seconder third colors are identical (col 7, 
lines 34-38). 

Regarding claim 10, Lokuge teaches displaying the screen in a first luminance, 
displaying the main menu items in a second luminance, and displaying the sub-menu in 
a third luminance; and wherein two of the first, second, or third luminances are identical or all 
three of the first, second and third luminances are different (col 7, lines 39-41 ) 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Lokuge teaches a method for displaying a menu in an OSD 
device comprising displaying a plurality of main menu items (Fig. 4) and an item 
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indicator on a screen (cursor, col 7, line 5); opening a first space between a first main 
menu item and a second main menu item adjacent to the first main menu item when 
the first main menu item is selected using the item indicator such that the first main 
menu item is not displayed in said open space and displaying, in the first space, at least 
one sub-menu item corresponding to the first main menu item (Fig. 5); 
erasing the displayed at least one sub-menu item and closing the first space when a 
new main menu item is selected using the item indicator (col 7, lines 8-11); opening a 
second space between the new main menu item and a main menu item adjacent to the 
new first main menu item and displaying, in the second space, at least one sub-menu 
item corresponding to the new main menu item (col 3, lines 60-62). Lokuge differs from 
the claim in that Lokuge does not teach that if the selected main menu item is video, 
then the submenu item related to the video is displayed. However, such feature is 
known in the art as taught by Hendricks. Specifically, Hendricks teaches a television 
entertainment systems which comprises a main menu such that if the selected main 
menu item is video, then the submenu item related to the video is displayed (col 37, 
lines 10-15). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Lokuge and Hendricks before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the menu system taught by Lokuge to include the feature to display the submenu 
item related to the video when video item in the main menu is selected taught by 
Hendricks with the motivation being to enable the system to display information related 
to the selected item in the main menu. 

Regarding claim 12, Lokuge teaches a main menu item is selected where a user 
positions the item indicator on a main menu item (col 7, lines 1-8). 
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Regarding^ claim 14, Lokuge teaches that item indicator is one of either a 
highlight or a cursor (col 7, lines 4-5). 

Regarding claim 15, Lokuge teaches that main menu items are 
displayed simultaneously on the screen when a user request a display of the main 
menu items through a selecting device (Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 17, Lokuge teaches that sub-menu items 
corresponding to a main menu item are displayed simultaneously when a user selects a 
main menu item using the item indicator (col 3, lines 60-62). 

Regarding claim 32, Lokuge teaches an OSD device (Fig. 1) comprising a 
storage which stores a plurality of OSD main menu items (Fig. 4), a data on at least one 
sub-menu item corresponding to each of the main menu items and a system program 
(Fig. 5-7); a screen 16 which displays the OSD menu; a selecting device 18 which 
allows a user to move an item indicator (pointer or cursor; col 7, lines 4-5) on the screen 
and to select a menu item using the item indicator (col 7, lines 13-14); and a controller 
which displays the main menu items from the storage on the screen device (Fig. 4), 
opens a space between a main menu item selected through the selecting device and a 
main menu item adjacent to the selected main menu item (54) such that the main menu 
items are not displayed in said open space, and displays at least one sub-menu item 
corresponding to the selected main menu item in the opened space using the data 
stored in the storage (Fig. 5). Lokuge differs from the claim in that Lokuge does not 
teach that if the selected main menu item is video, then the submenu item related to the 
video is displayed. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Hendricks. 
Specifically, Hendricks teaches a television entertainment systems which comprises a 
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main menu such that if the selected main menu item is video, then the submenu item 
related to the video is displayed (col 37, lines 10-15). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Lokuge and Hendricks before him at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the menu system taught by Lokuge to 
include the feature to display the submenu item related to the video when video item in 
the main menu is selected taught by Hendricks with the motivation being to enable the 
system to display information related to the selected item in the main menu. 

Regarding claim 34, Lokuge teaches that the selecting device is a mouse (col 7, 

line 3). 

Regarding claim 35, Lokuge teaches the item indicator is a cursor (col 7, line 50). 

Regarding claims 36-38 and 40, Lokuge teaches a function control window 
corresponding to sub-menu item selected from the displayed at least one sub-menu 
item, wherein the first and second regions of the screen are non-overlapping parallel 
regions (Fig. 9 and col 10, lines 16-32). 

Regarding claims 41-42 and 44, it is inherent that the sub-menu items (sub- 
categories) are preset and not modifiable by a user (col 6, lines 17-19; col 7, lines 20- 
22). 

7. Claims 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lokuge and Kim ("Kim", USP 6133911). 

Regarding claim 23 and 25, Lokuge does not teach the sequentially displayed 
the menu items. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Kim. Kim 
teaches a method for selecting menu displayed via television receiver which comprises 
the display menu sequentially (col 1 , lines 13-14). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Lokuge and Kim before him at the time 
the invention was made, to modify the interface method taught by Lokuge to include the 
sequentially displayed menu taught by Kim with the motivation being to enable the 
system to display menu in portions. 

8. Claims 5, 8, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lokuge, Hendricks, and Kim ("Kim", USP 6133911). 

Regarding claims 5, 8, 16, and 18, Lokuge does not teach the sequentially 
displayed the menu items. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Kim. 
Kim teaches a method for selecting menu displayed via television receiver which 
comprises the display menu sequentially (col 1, lines 13-14). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Lokuge and Kim before 
him at the time the invention was made, to modify the interface method taught by 
Lokuge to include the sequentially displayed menu taught by Kim with the motivation 
being to enable the system to display menu in portions. 

9. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lokuge 
and Torres ("Torres", USP 482121 1). 

Regarding claim 21, Lokuge does not teach the selecting a menu item by entering 
a selection key. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Torres. Torres 
teaches a method of navigating among program menus which comprises the pressing 
Enter Key on the keyboard to select a menu corresponding to the current cursor 
location (col 5, lines 66-68). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teaching of Lokuge and Torres before him at the time the invention was 
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made, to modify the interface system taught by Lokuge to include the selection key 
taught by Torres with the motivation being to give the user different methods in entering 
his/her selection in a menu. 

10. Claims 13 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lokuge, Hendricks, and Torres. 

Regarding claims 13 and 33, Lokuge does not teach the selecting a menu item by 
entering a selection key. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Torres. 
Torres teaches a method of navigating among program menus which comprises the 
pressing Enter Key on the keyboard to select a menu corresponding to the current 
cursor location (col 5, lines 66-68). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teaching of Lokuge and Torres before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the interface system taught by Lokuge to include the selection key 
taught by Torres with the motivation being to give the user different methods in entering 
his/her selection in a menu. 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 03/24/04 have been considered but are not 
persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's argument "a space is not opened between bookmarks 
and email", it is noted that in Fig. 4, "bookmarks" and "email" are displayed adjacent to 
each other. In Fig. 5, after "bookmarks" is selected, "bookmarks" and "email" are not 
displayed adjacent to each other. As seen in Fig. 5, submenu items are displayed in the 
space between "bookmarks" and "email". This space is opened after "bookmarks" is 
selected. 
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In response to Applicant's argument "Lokuge does not teach the first main menu 
item is not displayed in said open space", it is noted that in Fig. 5, after being selected, 
"bookmarks" (the first main menu item) is still displayed in the same position as it was 
displayed before being selected. In the newly opened space, all of the displayed items 
are submenu items, not "bookmarks" or any main menu items. 
12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu whose telephone number is (703-605-1232). 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached on (703- 308-3116). 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

(703)-872-9306 

and / or: 

(703)-746-5639 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper / amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions) 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 

proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703-305- 

3900). 

Kieu D. Vu 

05/11/04 
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